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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ~~~
clo Federal Communications Commission .#x,\;
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

MRS KAREN VANORE
137 CARRIAGE WAY
BURR RIDGE Il 60521

RECEIVED

APR 3 1997,
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Federal Communications Commission
Office of SsCl'8tary

/

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Illinois District 28, Local unit Pleasantdale PTA
to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies centerJRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
reqUirements of the Telecommunications Ad. of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
that one rating system;

• That the rating the icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd
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To: Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners

clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

From: Farmington Elementary PTA
50 W. 200 S.
Farmington, UT 84025

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

.. ,.:

RECEIVED

APR J 1997
Federal C~~Unjcations Commission

VII/ce of Secr8laly

We, the Farmington Elementary PTA, oppose Industry Proposed Jlge-Based Rating Systems
specifically the System presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthf; TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. This system:

• Does not provide parents with enough information about tht: content of individual programs.
• It allows the TV industry (Not the Parents) to judge what material is acceptable for aU children

ofa particular age range~Someprograms are inappropria~efor any age we need more
informafum-,to make-a-e1ea.r.Wdgement for our selves)~

• Intermingles violence, sex and nudity, and language issues in a single judgement and does not
indicate why a show was rated a particular way.
With holds information that is needed to make a true judgement on, 'appropriate for me',
vlewmg.

We would suggest and support A Descriptive Content-Based Rating System. One that:

• Would include symbols about the content of individual pro~:;rams (V-violence, S-sex,
N-nudity, and L-Ianguage). "Parents have had enough rude surprises at the multiplex to know
generalized ratings are no ~olution to what's coming into tht~ family room. They want to know
the nature of the offending materials: Nudity? Sex'? Language? Violence? How much? How
Graphic?"

• Allows parents, rather than the TV industry, to judge what program content is acceptable for
their own children.

• Clearly separates ratings for each area allowing parents to make choices based on specific
content information.

• Gives enough information to individuals that they can make a more confident decision on what
they really want to see and hear.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this issue. It is a vel)' important issue to the families and
children of our Nation.

No, of Copies rec'dL
List ASCOt::



.~ch 21,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission~KETFILE COpy ORIGINAL
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RECEIVED

APR J 1991
Federal Commun' .

Ott· lCItions Commission
ICe of Secr8laly

(

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Coles Elementary School PTA of Manassas, Vir­
ginia, Unit #029653, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives pamnts information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. New and World Report, and Media Studies Cen­
ter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what j:; best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedul­
ing is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory re­
quirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we requt:st the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor­
mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue to important to children and families.

No. of Copies mc'd
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March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 205554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

DOCKET f\LE COpy OR\G\NAL APR J 1997J
Federal Com~unications Commi$sion

Office of Secretary

I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Madrona PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in TV scheduling periodicals is ineffective.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I don't believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

• That the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents~ and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

Danette Kwiatkowski, Madrona PTA President
Thousand Oaks, California

INo. of Copies rec'de..- _
List ABCDf:



RE: CS Docket NO.97-55,FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

APR 3 1997
Federai CommUnications Commmsion

Office of S8CI'8faJy

OOCKET F\LE COpy OR\G\NAL
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

I am I We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my lour opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based Oli content information about the program. Any rating
system without content deSCliption on the semen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by ~aw, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements cf the Telecommunications Ad of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information aoout programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depietion'snd nudity),
and L. (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
scre€;n, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parent~.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an i~sue so important to children and families.

Tulsa, Oklahoma

~~o. of Copies fec'd I
List lJ3CDt: '---'---



ADRIANPTA South Euclid-Lyndhurst City Schools
1071 Homstead Road

South Euclid, Ohio 44121
(216) 691-2170 "Celebrating Generations of Excellence and Commitment to tbe Future"

•

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

March 20, 1997

OOCKEl r\lE COpy OR\G\NM.

ReCEIVED

APR .J 1997
Federal Communi .

1\1I1 catIOns Commission
vIr cs ot SeCl'8lary

I am writing on behalf of the National PfA and the Adrian Elementary PfA to ask you to seriously consider rejecting the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information to parents, so that mEY can make decisions about what TV programming is appropriate
for mEIR CHILDREN. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PfA, u.s. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents have fought
long and hard to be given the responsibility to take action for their own children in the areas of education, safety and welfare; we DO
NOT want the TV industry telling us what is or is not appropriate for our children. Instead, give us the content information of the
program and let us DECIDE which programs are or are not appropriate for our children. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in TV listing guides is useless and violates the rights that parents have to make informed
decisions regarding their own children.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We definitely do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating
system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during
the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

• That the rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of parents;
and; MA YBE MOST IMPORTANTLY

• That an evaluation process be set up to assure that, under no circumstances, does the adoption of ANY rating system give
the TV industry the right or power to add even more violence, nudity and inappropriate actions into programming,
because they feel they have informed their public of this information through the rating system.

We thank you for this opportunity, to join. with parents and families across this nation, to voice our concern on an issue that is very
important to the well being of ALL CHILDREN!

~i?cerely, A' (I ,7 •
· yj - ' 'I
!~J(j1fIWvc..f A <JGc.0·/11 c....._.

Mary Alice Casalina
Adrian PTA President
South Euclid - Ohio

No. of Copies rcC'd._:-/ _
List ABCDE
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March 15, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS .Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

DOCKET FtLE COpy (\P/(,:;· . APR .J f99]j
Federa' Go .

I ~fUmeations Commission
ceofStCl'8llJy

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snowden PTA in Memphis Tennessee to voice
my ooposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decision about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information aoout the program Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling i~ useless.

The FCC, bylaw, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
'following: "

-That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

-That the FCC require a V-chip ba~ broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

- That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

. -That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

....
....

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies mC'd._I _
List ABCCr::



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W.. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

RECE!VED

APR J '997

OOCKET FilE COpy ORIGINAt.e
ral c~imCUotnieations CommmslO'
. e SaCl'8taly fI

I

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa.
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conduded by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV indUstry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Ad of 1996, I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further. the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depidion and nudity).
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen. and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~l ~A~nA, ~, Pn't '!~
Tulsa. Oklahoma TJ --- ~ r r~v

~o. of Copies rec'd
List ABODE -----



MARCH 1997

RECEIVED

rAPR - .,.l 1991;
DOCKET FILE COpy ORI.Gommunications Comml8tion

Office of Secr8tary
DEAR CHAiRMAN HUNdT ANd COMMissioNERS:

CHAiRMAN REEd HUNdT ANd FCC COMMissioNERS

C/O FEdERAL COMMUNiCATIoNS COMMissioN

1919 M STREET N.W., ROOM 222
WASHiNGTON, DC 20554

RE: CS DockET No. 97-55, FCC 97-H

I AM WRiTiNG ON bEHAlf of THE NATiONAL PTA ANd THE BERT LYNN PTA UNiT iN TORRANCE,

CA TO VOiCE My OppOSiTiON TO THE V-CHip RATiNG SysTEM AS PRESENTEd by JAck VALENTi,

CHAiR of THE TV RATiNG IMpLEMENTATioN GROUp, ON JANUARy 17, 1997. THE RATiNG SYMboL

ON THE TV SCREEN dOES NOT pROvidE suffiCiENT CONTENT INfORMATiON SO THAT pARENTS CAN

MAkE dECisiONS AboUT wHAT is AppROpRiATE TV PROGRAMMING fOR THEiR CHildREN. MAJOR

SURVEYS RELEASEd THis fAll wHiCH dEMONSTRATE OVERwHElMING pARENT pREfERENCE fOR A

RATiNG SysTEM THAT GiVES pARENTS iNfORMATiON AbOUT THE CONTENT of PROGRAMS WERE

CONdUCTEd by THE NATiONAL PTA, U.S. Nrns ANd WORld REPORT, ANd MEdiA STUdiES

CENTER/RopER. I do NOT WANT THE TV INdUSTRY TO INTERpRET wHiCH is bEST fOR My

CHiLdREN. I WANT TO MAkE THOSE CHoiCES MYSElf bASEd ON CONTENT iNfORMATiON AboUT

THE PROGRAM. ANy RATiNG SysTEM wiTHOUT CONTENT dESCRipTioNS ON THE SCREEN ANd

publiciZEd IN pERiodiCALs THAT CARRy TV SCHEduliNG is USELESS.

THE FCC, by LAw, is REqUiREd TO dETERMINE wHETHER THE iNduSTRYS RATING SysTEM HAS

MET STATUTORY REqUiREMENTS of THE TELECOMMUNiCATioNS ACT of 1996. I do NOT bEliEVE

THis SysTEM dOES so ANd Ask THAT THE FCC NOT AppROVE THE iNdUSTRY RATiNG SysTEM.

INSTEAd, WE REqUEST THE follOwiNG:

• THAT UNdER NO ciRCUMSTANCES SHouLd THE FCC APpROVE THE iNduSTRYS RATING

SysTEM. FURTHER, THE FCC SHouLd ACCEpT NO RATING SysTEM THAT dOES NOT iNcludE

CONTENT iNfORMATION AbOUT PROGRAMS sUCH AS V (fOR vioLENCE), S (fOR SEXUAL

dEpiCTION ANd NudiTY) ANd L (fOR LANGUAGE);

• THAT THE FCC REqUiRE A V-CHip bANd bROAd ENOUGH THAT \vouLd ALLow pARENTS TO

RECEiVE MORE THAN ONE RATiNG SysTEM;

• THAT THE RATiNG iCON ON THE TV SCREEN bE MAdE LARGER, MORE pROMiNENTly pLACEd

ON THE SCREEN, ANd AppEAR MORE fREqUENTly dURiNG THE COURSE of A PROGRAM;

• THAT THE RATiNG bOARd bE iNdEpENdENT of THE iNdUSTRy ANd THE FCC ANd THAT iT

iNcludE pARENTS; ANd

• THAT ANy RATiNG SysTEM by THE FCC bE EVALUATEd by iNdEpENdENT RESEARCH TO

dETERMiNE if iT MEETS THE NEEds of pARENTS.

THANk you fOR THis OppORTUNiTY TO COMMENT ON AN iSSUE SO iMpORTANT TO CHiLdREN

ANd fAMiLiES.

I

SiNCEREly,'1..'~7~" }L<l--t---''~/ II MEYNEN'-e:-t

ORRANCE, CA

~~o. of Copi.es rec'd
list ABee'r: '-----
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OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl

March 21,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
/9/9 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
Television Program Rating Symbols

RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission
Office of Secretary

"f
No. of Copies r8c'd
UstABCDE

Dear Chairman Hundt and Fellow Commissioners:

I write this letter in regards to the above-named docket number and the television program rating
symbols system. I personally feel that the system presented January 17, 1997 by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, does not fully meet the needs ofconcerned parents in their efforts to
guide their children's television viewing.

According to surveys conducted by Media Studies Center/ Roper, National PTA and u.s. News
and World Report, this system fails to provide adequate information as to the program's contents. Further, I
tend to differ in opinion (not only from the movie evaluations ofSiskei and Ebert) but from the
programming which the TV industry deems acceptable. Some of the programming I find offensive, rife with
sexual innuendoes, foul language, violence and showing extreme examples of disrespect to authority and
laws presented in the forum of entertainment and/or comedy. Those who profit from the success of such
programming may view such with more lenience than does a concerned parent trying to shape their child's
view of humanity, society, and the world around them.

As a parent, I appreciate the industry's efforts to inform me ofa program's content but I do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for my children. As 1stated, the assistance offered by the
rating system is appreciated, however, it doesn't provide me with enough detail. I need to know whl' it is
determined to fit specific age groups. Is it violent and, if so, how often and to what extreme? After all,
some find Wiley Coyote and the Road Runner violent, but I don't worry my kids will order from ACME and
nuke one another! :) I would also like to know if it contains sexual themes, nudity, or is sexually explicit.
(Then, I Can also try to keep my husband from watching it!)

Seriously, I would request a television program rating system something along the following lines
• That the FCC not approve the industry's rating system nor accept a rating system that does not

include content information such as: V - Violence, S - Sex/nudity and L - Language;
• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than

One rating system;
• That the rating board be separate from the television industry and include a close ratio of parents

to non-parents;
• That any proposed and strongly considered rating system approved by the FCC be independently

evaluated to determine if it meets the parent's needs.

Thank you so much for listening to my comments. i appreciate your concern for the viewing
audience nd YOU?!li rts to assist parents in making appropriate choices.

r'~JK 6 _ltrJJYltll )
Pam j:fr~ckm' / / (ltV
2608 West Cir Ie Drive
Santa Clara, UT 84765
(80 I) 628- i 768
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March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

APR J 1997
Fedora: Com~unieations Commission

Office of Secretary

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jayenne Elementary School PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry scheduling in useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

1) That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

2) The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

3) That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

4) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

5) That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

S{f1J~ ~~
A. Dennine LaRue
1324 Overhill Rd.
Fairmont, WV 26554

No. of Cop;',,:s m::'d I
Ust ABCn:~ ----'---
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W. ,Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: a;Docket No. fTI -55. FCC fTI - 34

~,~~66W B~I~I~I,~:

RECEIVED

APR J 1997
Federal Communieat"nu, Ions Commission

VII ce ot Secretaly

/

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Maryland PTA, to voice my opposition to the
v- chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~~
,Itta Lowman

Ferndale, Maryland

~o. of Copies rec'd
L,st ASCOE ----



Rebecca Davies OO?~ OR\G\~
6239 Archibald Avenue ~1 f\lt

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737-35~;0"·"­

#909/989-4765

'APR J 1991,
March 31, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Mr. Hundt and Members of the Commission:

FedBral Communications Commiasion
Office of Secratlry

I am concerned about the television V-Chip rating system currently under consideration by the FCC.
This system, proposed by the TV Industry in January 1997, serves the industry better than families
and children. What parents really need and want is information about the content of programs their
children might watch, not merely an age-rating system.

Parents want to decide what is appropriate for our children based on the content of the program.
With content descriptions, shown on the TV screen and publicized in periodicals that list TV
schedules, the content ratings would be very helpful.

Please do not approve the V-Chip rating system proposed by the TV industry and instead call for
one that would be more helpful to parents. We would have more confidence in a system that was
independent of the TV and entertainment industry, and that included parents in the process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critically important issue.

Sincerely,

~hztCfJcJ)(J)J(es
Rebecca Davies o

No. of Copies rec'd_--­
List ABC[j~~::



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

RECEIVED

'APR J 1997J
Federal Communications Commission

Office of Secretary

OOC'(Ei. f\lE CO~~ OR\G\NM.

I am I We are WIning on behalf of the National P1A and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my lour opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisons about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall .which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report,and Media Studies
GenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carl)' TV
scheduling is uSE!less.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies'has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the indUstry rating system. Instead, we request the fcllowing:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's' rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
inform?ition about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depidion and nudity).
and L (,'or language); .

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen ba made larger. more prominently placed on the
screen. and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That th\~ rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parenK

Thank you for thisopportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

/i/tJ-Ptd.)i)
Tulsa, Oklahoma

No. of Copies rec'd I
List ABeD::: '--~--



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

RECE!VFD

t.ca?~ ()\\\~\~~ APR J 1997
;N~\ r\\J FdJ"~:""'m . t' C "W V ""W'''' w mUnlClIdOns Omm188lCJn

Office of StiCl1tBJy

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Palmer PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children, Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about content of program were
conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen by made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Sincerely,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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Lester Davies
6239 Archibald Avenue

Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91737-3570
#909/989-3714

IAPR .J 1991

March 31, 1997

Mr. Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

BE: CS Docket No. 97*55, FCC 97-34

Dear Mr. Hundt and Members of the Commission:

I am concerned about the television V-Chip rating system currently under consideration by the FCC.
This system, proposed by the TV Industry in January 1997, serves the industry better than families
and children. What parents really need and want is information about the content ofprograms their
children might watch, not merely an age-rating system.

Parents want to decide what is appropriate for our children based on the content of the program.
With content descriptions, shown on the TV screen and publicized in periodicals that list TV
schedules, the content ratings would be very helpful.

Please do not approve the V-Chip rating system proposed by the TV industry and instead call for
one that would be more helpful to parents. We would have more confidence in a system that was
independent of the TV and entertainment industry, and that included parents in the process.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critically important issue.

Sincerely,

-A7~
Lester A. Davies

o



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washin~ton. D.C. 2055~

Warrp.n Twp. PTA
Wart'en Central High School
9301 E. lRth Street
Indpls.~ In. ~6229

March 19. 1997.

iAPR31991

Dear Chairman Hundt and commissionersOOcKETF1LECOPYORIGINAL

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-3~

Fedil:l\ 'Communications Commi!!sion
Offictl ot Secretary

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determin~ whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

--That the rating icon on the TV screen he made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

--That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,
No. of Copies reC'd,__O_'__
Ust/\BCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA
Chairman Reed Huudt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Marcb 13, 1997

RECEIVED

\lOCKE FILE COP'! ORIG\N~PRJ 1991
Federal flom," .

'" . Uil/cations C '.
Office olS ommlSSIOIlecretary

I amwri~ on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
U/~( dc1ldO I ern to voice my opposition to the v-ehip rating system
as by Jack Valenti, chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming pareni preference for a rating system
that gives parents info.rmation about the ~ontent of progra.ms where conducted by the National
PT~ U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, :md the ~ledia Studies Ctr./Ropcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry t.o interpret what 1~ best tOr theIr children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating sysiem without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry 'r; scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industrYs rating system bas met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that die FCC not approve die industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no ciraunstances should the FCC approve the industry's ratin& system.
Ftu1her, tile FCC should accept DO rating system that does not include gmt.cnt information
about programs such as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That die FCC require a V-chip band broad encJU&b. that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen. be
made larger, more prominently placed un the screell. and appear more frequently duriDg
die coune of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it btelude
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent.
research to determine if it moots the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
faIrUlies. nl

l. ~o. Of{"\
'St.~& ';C;.J,:.:::~

'Cr _-,." .-", 0__....__.w-.'f'f-f~.....~-..._......~_'.".f~_-.___.":~. ·....(/'
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609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393- 71



NEW JERSEY PTA
Chainnan Reed Htmdt and FCC Commission
do Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Marcb 13, 1997

JAPR J 1997.

J I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member ofthe
l C1!\Lk~ < Pr1\ to voice my opposition to the v...chip rating system

as presented Jack Valenti, chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming tOr their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the \:ontent of programs where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and \VORLD REPORT, and the ~1cdia Studies Ctr./Ropcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what l~ best tOr their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content intOrmauon aoout the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV' scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system bas met
statutoI)' requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's ratin& system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not indude mDt.ent information
about programs such as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depietion and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-dlip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating iCOll on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screell. and appear more frequently during
the course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents. Further, that amy rating system approved by die FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it m«;ts the needs ofparents.

<:1)
families~ you for this opportunity to comment on an iJlS1le so important toV42~

qp ~
' ..,.<5';,:

d~ ~ '" <;")

. Sincerely, .~ffLa.. d ~\ '"0- 0
___~: 17 m!&J.Q14WQQL 1M)'~~
-------UJ.;...;;;;~9~;r,o~Bm,ermliKe~a(on, JU'{086Ir 716,j ""

609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



NEW JERSEY PTA March 13, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Fe!l"rai Gom~unications Commission
Office of Secretary

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and a8 a member ofthe
l U f+cJ;CI 0 s.J e f;? -7 R to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair ofthe 'IV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
smveys released this fall which demonstraie overwhelming parent preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content of prograIl1S where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and \VORLD REPORT, 3.I1d the ~1edia Studies Ctr./Ropcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what is best tOr their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating system withom
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caIIY 'r; scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutoI)' requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
50 and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

L-/ S)t-;eedeAJ S'

rAJ~ .R- Q 'v'~

S;ncerely,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
families.

That under DO circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no ratiDg system that does not include mntent information
about programs S1Kh as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen. be
made larger, more prominently placW on the screen. and appear more frequendy during
the course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC And that it include
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by dw FCC be evaluated by ~endeDl
research to determine if it me<;ts the needs of parents. \,l,:~9...

~c~
C :().
()~~.

,\'.\ ~~i'...­n
'C'1l...

{J'"

~~O

ttY$ \ '\
. \­

~ 9' (J .7Y (,-.5'
900 Bet1&ley Avenue . Iremon, New Jersey 08618 »

609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471
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NEW JERSEY PTA
Chairman Reed HWldt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Htmdt nnd Commission:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

Marcb 13, 1997

RECElVED

~\()\~~ 'APR .J 1991
"'C~t\ r\\..£. ca?~ () Fe!i,)rai Gom~unications Commi$sion

'J'.1 ) Office of Secretary

I am writing on behalf ofthe National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and as a member of the
~k'&tfJ&E JC'b'c22L ;2?Z?J to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system

as presented by Jack Valenti, chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rnting symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infOIIDation so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
smveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a raring system
that gives parents infoIl.1lation about the -:ontent ofprogra.IDS where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT,:md the ~1edia Studies Ctr./Ropcr. Parents do not
want the TV Industry t.o interpret what 1~ best tOr their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content infonnarion about the program. Any ratin.g system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV' scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indust:rYs taring system has met
statutory requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does
so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under DO circumstan£es should the FCC approve the industry's ratin& system.
Further, tile FCC should accept DO ratiDg system that does not include content information
about programs mch as Y for Violence, S for Sexual depiction and nudity and L for
Language;

That the FCC require a V-drip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system. Further, that the rating icon on the TV screen be
made larger, more prominently placed on the screen. and appear more frequently during
the course ofa program;

That the rating board. be independent of the industry and the FCC And that it iJldude
parents. Further, that any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it moots the needs ofparents.





'if$,v..t.i tI\.tC()~~ QR\G\~~

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Douglass Houghton PTA, Waterford, Michigan to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I \\'Ould prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my child(ren) views on television should be in my hands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry.' .'

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Teleoommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this age-bascd system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

... That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

... That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

... That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

... That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

... That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Mcvf
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APRJ 1991
Fedeqj Com~utJlcatioRs Cola..' •

OffICe Of 8ecra&aIy ...
1997March 24,

Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington D.C. 20554

I:

Dear Chairman Hundt,

I am writing in behalf of a concern voiced at our
school's last PTA meeting and would like to let your
commission know of my opposition to the v-chip rating system
proposed by Jack Valenti. As a parent, I have struggled
with videos, and now television programming which include
material objectionable, in my opinion, for adults as well as
children. As a result, our family rents videos from only
one video store, which displays a description of any
otJj~Z'ct i oflab 1 e content on the front of the vi deo case. The
rest of the time, our television is disconnected. These
measures would be extrema and unnecessary if a rating system
were devised where parents could be informed as to content
prior to the airing of a program. I ~m determined that if I
C,,"H"H10t fi1,::,\ke Ule ul ti mate deci si on as t"o what cansti. tutes
t.elevision enter"t:.:dnmelit in my home, we will eliminate the
television altogether. Parents must be responsible for
making the decisions on what influences they will invite
into their own homes and what is best for their own
individual children's minds. Please support the children of
Amer"ica and give the parents the jurisdiction over these
personal and critical areas. Thank you for your
COilS i del'- .:.\t i CHI"

Sincerely,

~J--tX:c~C1.CLL~
31,S 0 U-'"t"- .-;) 0 0 LUe-:s-t

Am ~\~C (sf\ fC.'\K IutoJ,
~~(JC~

{
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